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FOR SALE AT THIS OFFICE: 
Tlie 5th Volume of the En^uirru, com pleat, 

bound in boards. 

VIRGINIA DEBATES, in the Convention, 
bound in calf, sheep and boards. 

BURR’S TRIAL, for Treason and fora Mis- 
demeanor, in boards—By D. Robertson. 

Letters on the Subject of THE CATHO- 
LICS—By Peter Plymley—from the 11th London 
Edition. 

BLANKS, for Lawyers, Clerks, Sheriffs, Con- 
stables, Merchants, &c. €rc. which will also be 
printed according to any form exhibited, at the 
ehortest unj'.ce. 

THIS DAY IS PUBLISHED, 

A New Theory, 
• * 

OF 

The DIURNAL ROTATION OF THE 
.EARTH: 

Demonstrated upon Mathematical Principles, 
fr<jm the properties of the Cycloid and the Epi- 
cycloid. 

with 
AN APPLICATION OF THE THEORY, 

To the explanation of the various Phenomena of 
the. Winds, Tides and of those Stony and Me- 
tallic coneretioas which have fallen from Hea- 
ven upon the surf .ee of the Earth. 

By JOHN WOOD, 
Author of Elements rtf Perspective, prin- 

ted in London, in 1799. 
December 14. 

THE SUBSCRIBERS having connected 
themselves in Business under the Arm of 
MURPHY W CRUMP, 

©flcr Fou Sale, in tiie store lately occupied by 
Mr. Wm.Temple, four doors above the Bell-Ta- 
vern ; A general nud well telccted Attortmer.c of 
GROCERIES, CHINA, GLASS, & S TORE 
WARE, which they will sell low for cash or ex- 
change for country produce. 

They also tender their services to tits public as 

COMMISSION MERCHANTS. Any business 
committed 10 their care will bo alt- led to with 
all possible dispatch. 

WILL: MURPHY, 
JOSHUA CRUMP. 

Richmond, December 2aw3w 

WAS Committed to the Jail of Northum- 
berland County on the 17th dav of May 

la: t, a negt-o Fellow who call* himself Billey : he 
is about five feet, ten incites high, of a jet black 
ecmple.xion, he was sold f. m this County about 
fifteen years ago byr Griffin Forester to a Mr 
Jones of Bedford, and by him to a Mr. Scott of 
Hawkins County in the State of Tennessee. The 
• wner is requested to apply, prove property, pa' 
charges, or he will be sold to pay his prison lets 
according to law. 

JOSEPH ROGERS, Jailor. 
Northd. County, Oat. 2 wSmf 

YiE-SUBSCRI R E R gives Notlve, that with 
J| a view to the education of his own Children, 

» he has determined to remove his family to the 
City of Richmond —He has rented the House at 
present occupied by the Chancellor, and propos- 
•8 tarring iC -r IS voting boys or girls into his fa- 
mily cs hoarders. 

He pledges himself that the most rigid ailcnti- 
on shall Us paid to the morals and gener;.l wel- 
fare of surh as may be committed to his care.— 
The situation he has ch —en is high and healthy, 
and sufficiently convenient to the Academy. He 
expects to he in readiness to receive boarders by 
the 10th of January ; in the mean time anv com- 
munications on this subject may '• addressed to 
him at Columbia. , 

H s price for board is g 120 per annum ; one 
%hii-d to be paid in advance. 011c third in six 
months, and tbo balance nt the end of tire year, each boarder finding his bed. 

HO. QUARLES. 
December 12, w8w 9«', 

^ ■ Ml E Su!>scribor wishes t«» hi'« lor ihe eriui- 

lt ing year, five or six NEGRO COOPERS 
ami a few Hoys—He will nl*«> be in the habit of 
purchasing Tobacco of a good quality, lor which 
the highest prices will be given. 

M. GRANTL.INI). 
December 14. w4t 

IN CHANCERY—Northumberland Couniy 
Court, 14th November, 1809 

James Smith, pit. Against Elizabeth B. Ba- 
ker, Virginia Balter, Walter Balter and Samuel 
Blackwell, deft* 

The Defendants Elizabeth B. Baker, Virginia Baker and Walter Baker not having entered their 
appearance arid given security according to the 
act of Assembly, andths rules of this court, aad it 
appearing to the satisfaction of this court that 
they are not inhabitants of this state, on the mr‘-i- 
•n of lee plaintiff, It i* decreed and ordered, That 
the said defendants appear hereon the first day »f March Court next, *.vl answer the bill of the 
plaintiff, and that a copy of this order be forth 
■with inserted for two months successively in 
•ome newspaper published in the city of Kich* 
mond, and posted at the front door of the ceiirt- 
house of this county. 

Atteit 
FLEMING RATES, e v c 

December 7._w2mV 
YJdtiiNlA to wit At a Chancery lJistr.ct 

Cauit held inth«nity of Williamsburg, the 
*3tli day of Inly 18l)9. 

WilliitnEvans, Thomas H Erar-. Silly E- 
"tans, lV'nr snd Elizabeth his wife, '.iim^ 
Evans end Dice Evans infants under the age o' 
kwcnty-i*»;# years hy Thomas ft. Evmiis their next 
Eiend^ llsfty Rminer and Stephan l-'rinoe and 
Elizabeth Ida wife. Plaintiff*—-Against William 
Slake, Thomaa fcvsm, senior, Joliti Evans and 
Shorn** Rians, junr. Dcff'ts. 1 lie defend*ni John Evans not having entered 
■s appe&v«tte and given security according to 
•*' Art of 6*xrin:ily „n<l t|ie n,|e* of this Court, 
Ggn it appearing to the satisfaction of the Court, Aal he is not an inhabitant of this C- untry or 
"tte motion of tbe Plaintiffs by their Counsel ; /- 
E ordered, That the said defendant do a,»f.* *r 
her© on the first day of the np'i wrni, *:ni *n- 
rtwer the bill of the Plaintiffs, and that n-Copy of 
this order be forthwith inserted in torn- news 

paper of thr-city of Richmond for two n»..vbs 
«Unces*ir«ly ami (suited at the front dor,r ot the 
termer Capitol in this City. 

A Copy. 
JETT. KODINSON, c. c. 

If. »8wf 

Congress. 
FROM THK NATIONAL INTKLLIO ENC E R 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE'S. 

DEBATE 
ON TUB JOINT RESOLUTION 

approving the conduct of the Executive in 
relation to the refusal to receive any fur- 
ther communication from Francis James 
Jackson. 

Tuesday, Dec. 19. 
In committee of the whole, Mr. Basset 

in the chair— 

(Mr. Dana's speech continued. ) 
IF the principle of approbation be const, 

dered as involving an equal right to censure, 
1 make no objection to the resolution on that 
account. But on this subject I would be 
cautious, because I might censure wrongly. The President might have reasons for his 
conduct which I did not know ; I would be 
cautious also, becarse if I should censure 
where censure ought not to be pronounced, 
I might do injury by concurring in a proce- 
dure tending to diminish the confidence of 
the nation in the Chief Magistrate. 

But this is not a resolution merely appro- 
bating the conduct of the President of the 
Uuited States. It is not called for by any 
thing which has been done. It is not con- 
formable to the true spirit of what has taken 
place. It Is rather reproachful to tile Pre- 
sident than honoring him with praise. It is 
a denunciation of a foreign minister here 
accredited; it is expressed in language 
which your Chief Magistrate would not a- 

dopt in his message to Congress, and which 
he did not authorise in addressing our mi- 
nister abroad. Sir, public ministers and 
vmci puunc men may oe exposed to wrongs 
of two kinds, personal violence and violence 
done to their repntation. The case is rare 
indeed in which a public minister, a Secre 
tary of State, or Head of any other depart- 
ment, commits an offence legally exposing 
him to. corporal punishment. But on a ques 
tion ot deci.itim, should we permit ourselves 
tooutrage it? When reprehending a viola- 
tion of decorum, shall we ourselves violate 
it? Sir, I request you to look at the letter 
written by the Secretary of State, under 
the direction of the President, to our minis- 
ter in London. I will not say that the Se- 
cretary of State in his letter to Mr. Pinkney 
r.-^ant to affirm that those printers in this 
country who publish matters affecting the 
reputation of a public minister might he pro- 
secuted at common law here, ami be sub- 
jected to fine and imprisonment at the dis- 
cretion of the court; and yet, if that be not 
his meaning, where is the law to which a 
foreign minister could have recourse? But 
his language at least shews, that he consi- 
ders a wrong done tothe reputation of a pub- 
lic minister a* an injury for which he may 
reasonably complain, as he may for a wrong done to his person, and that however freeiy 
our citizens may sneak or publish their sen- 
timents, it is not proper in our public acts to 
speak wantonly against any person coming here in a public character from a foreign 
government. When a public minister has 
been admitted to come here in the faith of 
an h«norable reception, shall the National 
Legislature undertake to blast his charac- 
ter? Gentlemen will feel it as becoming them to be cautious of indicting this wourvl 
on the reputation of a stranger, having a 

public trust of high distinction and thus ho- 
norably received by our administration, es- 

pecially wiien they are not warranted by 
the course adopted on the part of the aduii 
nistration. 

Let us then, jir, compare the language of this resolution wiih the language adopted 
by me President of the United States. Th# 
resolution charges Francis J. Jackson, 
minister plenipotentiary of his Pcitannic 
majesty near the United Stares,” with hav- 
ing used in oltirinl correspondence a lan- 
guage highly indecorous and insolent ; and 
then, going on in form of elaborate climax, 
language still more insolent and affronting ,- 
next outrageous and /iremeditated insults ; then a still more dirt et and aggrax>ated in- 
sylt and affront to the American people and 
their government—an insidious attem/it to 
excite resentments and distrusts; and lastly 
appealing through false or fallacious dis- 
guises. Let us now observe in what man- 
ner the President has thought proper to 
speak, by the Secretary of State, with n % 

I pect to what is called the appeal in the 
: leper, headed Circular,” and purporting ! to be. a letter from Mr Jackson to the Bri- 
tish consuls in the United States. \fter 
stating it in the letter to Mr. Pinkney, the 
Secretary of State remarks, •* it can only be 
regarded as a virtual address to the Ameri- 
can people of a representation previous]* id 
diessedto their government; a proc ■* ,re 
which ennnot fail to he seen in its true light 

l by his sovereign.” So much on that subject. With respect to tfie other, there is this ge- neral phrassi-logy : The observations to 
which so much extent has been given in 
this letter, with those contained in the cor 
respondence with Mr Jackson, will make 
you fully acquainted with the conduct and 
the character he has developed ; with the 
necessity of the step taken in refusing fur 
ther communications with him, and with the 
ground-* on which the President instructs 
you to request that lie may be immediately recalled. You are particularly instructed 
at the same time, in making those commu 
mentions, to do it in a manner that will 
leave no doubt of the undimiulshed desire 
of the Uni; <3 States to unite tn all the mean 
the best calculated to establish the relati- 
ons of the two countries on the solid fonn 
duties of justice, of friendship and ofmutn* 
nl interest Considering thin instruction 
as marking the disposition of the Executive. d<M»s the resolution before us correspond with that disposition ns expressed in the 

; letter to our minister »*r London or in th* 
1 resident’s message to Congress at th* o 
rxmmg of the present ses.ion i 

Much has been said (n>t however on this 
floor) of some case or canes in which a $•- 
mi.ar Conns is supposej to iave been deem* 

■» sj£ 

ed necessary ; and a case has been menti- 
oned ofa minister from the court of Vienna 
in the reign of George the First. But as it 
Was n*>t b**en u»ged in th;s debate, I content 
myself at this rime with observing, that the 
case of the imperial minister (De Palin) was 
essentially distinguished from the present, and that as far as I recollect it I find nothing 
to warrant the resolution before us. 

i have some objection, however, to the 
present resolution, because it seems, al- 
though I do not here charge it as a fact, to 
have been r<.o much copied from a prece dent to be foand in a resolution ofa British 
House of Commons, respecting an affair 
materially different; and in some part there 
seems to have been copied a language bet- 
ter adapted to auxiliaries in pugilism than 
to thc^legislators ofa great and enlightened 
repub.ic, a language which the British par liament did not address to th^ir king. A 
resolution was moved in the House of Com- 
mons for an address; and on that motion 
there was objection asto manner of expres- 
sion, although the resolution was ultimately carried without a contradictory vote. But 
in the joint address of the Houses of Parlia- 
ment to the King, the phraseology was va- 
ried, and they did not address him in the 
*^y*p hoxing familiarity. I bus far, sir, I have considered the rese- 

kef°re us a* not warranted by the 
official language of the President of the U 

.States and the Secretary of State. In 
addition to what has already been observed 
with this view, it is to be noted, that the 
President in his message to Congress, has 
not even mentioned Mr. Jackson’s circular 
letter to the British consuls. This letter, indeed, and its being put into circulation, 
aie noticed, but not with laborious hardness 
of phrase, in the letter of the 23d of Nnvem 
her, from Secretary Smith to Mr. Pinknev. 
But the President of the United States did 
not regard the subject as worrhy to be na- 
mrd by him, when giving to Congress infor- 
mation of the state of the union and recom- 
mending the measures necessary and expe- dient. 

I he President's message and the Secre- 
tary's letter appear expressive of a disposi- tion to use language which should not in its 
manner be offensive to the British govern- 
ment itself, and to suspend proceedings of 
an hostile character until an answer mavba 
received from that government. This reso 
lutlon appears to be formed on directly op- posite principles. What, sir! can Congress, 
can any men think it necessary to say that 
they will support the President in lefusing 
to receive a communication from a foreign 
minister, or, that they will support him with 
the whole force of tie nation in so refusing? .You do not expect the minister to force a 
communication on the President. This is 
too absurd and cannot be the real meaning of 
the resolution. The only manly idea inten 
tied to be conveyed by the resolution in this 
respect must bo, that the Congress mean to 
support tlie President in a conflict with the 
British government eventually. Why, sir, 
is such, language at the present time propo’ 
sed for adoption, as if it were either necessa- 
ry or expedient? The British government 
perhaps may not he perfectly satisfied with 

j the conduct of this administration towards 
the minister from Great Britain to the U. 
States; and yet it might be thought proper 
to recall him ; because unacceptable to the 
President of the U S. because the President 
lias requested his recall, and because under 
existing circumstances the further continu- 
ance ol such a minister in this country might 
not be useful to the government that sent 
.him. Do you wish to place the affair in 
such a Mate as to render it peculiarly diffi 
cult for the British government to recall 
"him, except in prelude to war? 

I)o yon approbate the procedure of the 
President in causing application to be made 
by the Secretary of State fa a style of guar- 
ded decorum. instructing the American mi- 
nister at London to request the recall of the 
British minister who has been here received, 
and will you send a menace to accompany 
the request? In this view what is the pro- 
posed resolution, if it be anything? What 
is meant by a solemn pledge to the world 
for calling into action the whole force of a 
nation, eventually against a foreign power? If language has certainty of meaning, it is a 

provisional defiance of war, solemnly made 
known to the world—a national challenge to 
battle. Have you weighed folly all that is 
implied in this defiance of war? Are vou 
prepared to sustain it fully by all your 
means? Or can you say that you do not in- 
tend this? Is it possible that the represen- 
tatives of the people of the U. St can solemn 
ly announce to the world a pledge to call into 
action the whole force of the nation, and yet 
that it caw be all idle words? That in fact 
they intend to do no such thing as they pro 
mist? Are we indeed prepared topronounte 
ourselves fallen thus low ? 

Considering gentlemen as serious in an 
nnuncing this pledge to the world, and giv- 
ing this national defiance to war, I ask 
what is to be the rmult of the conflict if we 
were not prepared for it, and how far are 
we prepared? Th:s enquiry suggests an at 
tention to the resolution under two different 
aspects, as we know the relations of Exccii 
tivc departments to be affected or varied 
according to iew* of paace or war. On 

! questions of great national controversy, the 
! depurtm. it of state has in charge to attend 
I to those gratifying tlmmes, the rights, the 
honor and dignity of the nation and govern- 
ment. And those themes may be presented 
the more tor public attention a* the state of 
affairs becomes hostile until their most im 
p >sing influence over the public passions is 
realised amidst the operations of declared 
war. In a state oi peace, the department of 

! the Treasury may attract regard f-om re 
I duntfance of revenue and extinction of debt, 
aid projects of improvement. But the 

| frown of war reverses the scene. On this 
department is now devolved the task of tie 
vising ways and means for supplying extra- 
ord.nary expenditure or waste. The un 
grateful subjects of attention are the ex 
hanstion of the treasury—loans—taxation— 
the option of difficulties in procuring money —the choice between different modes ofim- 
posing pecuniary burdens on the people. If 
t.»i* resolution be pursued according to its 
import. Addition?I charges on the people 
must be icquired. To give eclat to th« do- 

partment of state, can you be willing to em- 
barrass the department of the treasury ? 

There is another reason why we should be 
cautious. Can it) be expedient for the public to make experiments tending to waste the 
national character f More than two years have elapsed since an interdictory procla- mation was fulminated from the palace a 
gainst the British navy. A squadron con- 
cerned in committing the offence mentioned 
m the proclantir ion, was suffered to remain 
tor several months within the waters of the U. S. in open defiance of the executive in- 
terdict and the exclusive right of territorial 
jurisdiction. ^ here that squadron was suf- 
fered to remain, although the power given 
to the President by statute, I believe, exten 
ded to employing the miluary and naval 
forces of the U S and thw militia at the 
President’s discretion to compel respect to 
l»is proclamation. The offending squadron was suffered to remain there, uotvrithstan- 
‘uag the number, which the government had, of those highly recommended aquatico-ter 
rene vehicles denominated gun boats. The 
indignity then was greater than is to be 
found in the subject of this'reselution. Yet 
the government did not then assert t ve pa 
remount right of territorial sovereignty with 
effect. With such experience, what honor 
what utility is to be expected from passing 
this resoluti n now? What is to be expcc 
ted but irritation without benefit, cnibar-. 
rassment without extrication ? When they 

| attend to your measures, will foreign pow. 
ers believe that such a resolution proves 

j your title to respect? 
A further reason against the resolution Is 

founded on the oonduct of the President of 
the United States ; it is the consideration, 

if iM he has not ordered the British minis 
! ter, Mr Jackson, to depart from, this coun- 
j try. Until that order is given, no such re- 

j solution as the present, out>ht to be passed | 1 tie extraordinary spectacle is now exiii- 
I ui n. minister accredited nom a m 
re*Kn government, who is denied the emi- 
nent, direct pri\ilcge of the diplomatic 
character, the privilege of communicating 
with the government to which he is sent, and 
yet is to enjoy the immunities which are 

auxiliary to the exercise of diplomatic func- 
tions. The case is novel in the proceedings 
of this country. It is so extraordinary, that 
the official publication of- the refusal to re 
ceive communications from him might have 
been considered as a disavowal by the ad 
ministration of his diplomatic character, 
and consequently as a deprivation of his 
characteristic immunities. Had ii,*t a ccrti 
ticate of special safe guard to the contrary 
been given by the administration. The case 
is dearly different from that of the Spanish 
minister, who, I believe, was admitted to 
have written communication with the admi- 
nistration, but was admonished, by authori. 
ty from the President, not to appear in the 
city of Washington, who refused, however, 
to obey the admonition ; but was suffered to 
come and remain, according to his avowed 
determination, within this extensive city, as 
he might find convenient, or ljr the interest 
.of the king his master. 

These are some of the reasons for which, 
although it were supposed correct in state- 
ment ot,facts, I am not prepared to vote in 
favor of the resolution on the table. 

It is a consideiation of a different nature, 
that the phraseology of the resolution tends 
to draw aside the attention by placing it on 
a basis which is objectionable, as being in- 
correct, not as in point of f*ct, but ot prin- 
ciple. Tilts, sir, leads rr.e to consider the 
litigated subject of the powers of Mr. Ers- 
kine touegnciaic and conclude the provision- 
al arrangement of the last April. On this 
subject, 1 leave at once the greater part of 
the discussion between the Secretary of 
Stale and Mr. Jackson, as wot distinctly ex- 
hibiting the specific character of thequesti 
on. I consider-a public minister not author- 
wicu 111 vutuc oi a. general letter ot cre- 
dence, to stipulate any one thing to be done 
on the part of his government. If I under 
stand the course of argument on the part of 
the Secretary of State, it seems to assume as 
a basis, that a public minister here accredit* 
ed, is entitled to stipulate for his govern- 
ment, in virtue of his letter of credence, 
without further authority, or at least, that 
t'ne government here should regard the mi- 
nister, in virtue oi his letter of credence, as 
authorized to conclude such stipulations, so 
as to be ub.igatory on the g >vernment giving 
the letter of credence. This I do not admit 
to be correct, either in principle or usage. 

Permit me, sir, to call upon gentlemen to 
recur to the time when the public law of 
Christendom, in relation to diplomatic in- 
tercourse, may be considered as assuming 
regularity of character. I request gentle 
men to recur with me to the epoch of the 
treaty of Westphalia. The great work of 
the learned (Jrotius on war and peace, hist 
reduced to general system the body of pub 
lie law in Europe. He w as one of the g eat 
masters in science, who have appealed form 
ed to rise above contemporary co npetitors in 

their respective spheres, and acknowledged 
beyond dispute to be greater than those pre 
ceding or succeeding them. As such, he 
was first made known with distinguishing 
honor by Gustavus A .lofphus of Sweden, one 
of the greatest men and heroes of his age, 
or ot tiie world. The work of G'otius was 
published in the year 1625 ; and the treaty 
of Westphalia was concluded in the year 
1648, consisting of a treaty concluded at 

Munster, and another at Osnahurg within 
the circle of Westphalia, and both signed on 

| the same day, being the icsult ot a Con- 
gress composed of ambassadors, plentpo’eu 
tiaries, ministers, delegates, commissioners, 
deputies, indeed almost, if not completely, 
every grade of description of governmental 
representation known in the whole christiau 

| world The conclusion of the treaty put an 
end to conferences which had long hoidan 
Europe in suspense, and terminated the 
imout, thirty years war. Never before or 

since, I presume, were so many diplomatic 
characters assembled for ncgeciarion or me- 
diation, and such and so various interest* to 
be arranged at one time by treaty. The 
great interests of the Catholic and reformed 
religions in Europe, the Emperor, the Flee 
lor*, Princes and states of the Germanic 
b'ody, France, Sweden, the State* General, 
witn the respective allies.nl! were concern 
ed. Prussia was not tb. o ortctJ ,uto a 

kingdom, and Russia had not taken 
under the Great Peter among the civilized 
powers of Europe. Prom the nature of the 
affairs and the great number of public nteu 
from, different portions of Europe, the fa- 
mous Congress in Westphalia after the pub- lication of Grotius had attained high distinc- 
tion, served to make known and establish 
extensively the principles constituting the 
public rules of intercourse among the go- 
vernments of the christisn world. 

We are now called upon to pronounce 
respecting a question, depending on those, 
rules of intercourse as recognized and illus- 
trated by national usage. What ist'u- prin- 
ciple, that protects and sustains in full iii.mu- 

inaty the ministers of the Cm cd States 
in Britain, in F.ance, in Russia, dr in anv 
part of the civilised world? It is the res- 
pect due to those rules, a respect which the 
various governments, of whatever form, have 
concurred in niatiiiestiug and enforcing.—— Nor can we claim to hold a course in diplo- 
macy incompatible w ith such national ustige, unless we strike ourse.ves cut of the general pale of Christendom. 

This question therefore is to be consider- 
ed not merely as an abstract discusMca; but 
we have now to enquire, what i, a letter of 
credence according to the public law and 
diplomatic usage of Europe? Is it an a i- 
thority fur stipulating any thing to be done 
on the. part of tie government sending the 
minister ? If it lie, I request to know the 
proof ; According to my apprehensiun, it is 
uot; and I desire gentlemen to enlighten me on this point if I err. If this opinion brt 
erroneous, I should hope it might be made evident with respect to myself, that I may uot continue in error. From whatever source there can be derived any aid. to ascertain the 
true principle, if gentlemen honored by es- 
pecial confidence respecting affairs cf iaie. it am of ine law officers or even members 
of the cabinet, would be pleased to con- 
tribute to the stock of legislative informati- 
ou» 1 solicit tha correction of any error, if in- 
deed I err, on this t< pic. 

With these sentiments, I d* not propound for discussion any question respecting :he 
negative knowledge ol the admiiiistrt io i. 1 do not enquire, whether the Executive r| 1 
minisiration of ihe U. States had a know, 
ledge tiiut M Enskine had nm competent 
powers, or had a knowledge thnt he was net 
uisli acted to accede to the provisional ar- 
rangement between him and-he administra- 
tion in April. The question is, did the 
ministration know that Mr. Erskinc had the 
necessary authority * 1 he question is no 
what was tile ignorance, but what *as the 
knowledge ot -tdministralion i Was Mr. 
Krskine known to have any power for mak- 
ing that arrangement ? 

Permit me now, sir. to state what I un- derstand to be a letter of credence. It is a 
letter of stale addressed to the government to which a minister is .sent, and it is ex- 
pressive ot the character and grade of diolo- 
rnacy with which lie is invested ; if the mi. nister be received, he must be received ac- 
cording to the letter of credence and not o therw.se. 

This is so much the established course that where a minister remaining at any gov* 
ernment is promoted to a higher grade c.f 
diplomacy, he presents letters of recall as to die lower grade and of credence as to the lugiicr grade in which he is to be received i ne authority which a minister has in vir’ 
tue o! a letter of credence is not to make pro- mises ior lus government. He may declare Ucts ; he may present complains and re- 
moiialfances; lie may exhibit his powers of 
argument; he may discuss topics of great 
unerest, but he cannot stipulate, for any thing to be done as obligatory on his govern- ment. For this purpose the minister must have a distinct authority. This I under- stand to be the general usage, not however without exception. The exception has been made with respect to a nuncio or It gallon h orn the Pope, whose letter of credence was 
so framed as to include the necessary au- 

v -a i-xiiv-iuuc arrange, meins. This authority was ad-led to tiie 
necessary clause of a letter of credence and ‘hi essentials of two diplomatic docu’- Hients were comprehended in one. But the 
mere letter of tredence gives no such au- 
thority. In support bf these positions. I would refer gentlemen to writers on public law whom I presume they wil admit to be 
correct on this topic—Martens, Vattel W icquefort; writers of authority certainly as to the known diplomatic ussge in Enron/ 
Others perhaps might have belt named, ?f I had found opportunity in this pi ace to con- sult all the writers Worthy of attention. 

It may now be proper to state what I con- sider to be the lull power, which expres- sion is almost technically appropriate in di. 
piomatic Unguage. It is a document not 
addressed to the government to which a mi- 
nister is sent. It is in the nature of an open letter addressed to mankind in general, and 
committing to the minister bearing it the 
necessary authority to neguciate and eventu- 
ally to conclude terms of agreement lexpeo tmg the subject or subjects thereto meniii ti- ed. It is a public roinmissiou expressing the powers to be exercised, a document nt* 
ample torrn. a letter patent, H public act 
authenticated under the seal of government And this the minis cr exhibits in manifesta- 
tion or h»s being fully empowered to negoci- are and stipul e on the part of his govern- ment. Tin* fan powers are especially pro- per in the inure solemn agiecmeti's. and in 
cases of formal treaty between indeocndeiit 
sai ions. 

* 

(Air. Dana 9 Sfieech to be continued J 
Fkimat, December 22 Mi* Troup obtained leave of al;s uce lor iw* weeks 

fir Love ruported a bill o establish a cullev* 
n the city of Washington 

Oi. flHKintrof Mr Livermore, it wns agreed b t w..eo flu*. Mouse a<.jo rued, it adjourn till 
l'uesiU) next. 

On motion of Mr. Lend*, the report of'be Surf re\or oi the Public iJuil ling# w s lefrrred * 
'elect committee consisiiny of M «st» Lewis 
SUoford, Livermore, Root aud J fho>vn. 

1'he bill from the .'■enate to prsvent the abuse 
it the privi! g< s 1 nil immunities enjoyed bv in- 
'Vifn fninistcit within the United beater/ w .s 
twice read and referied to a commitlet of the 
whole. 

A message was r tail Veil from the Senate itv 
*-*•*"% mo Haute Uiat ihvr Uad appuaiVed 


